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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The preliminary amendment filed 08-04-2006 has been entered. 

2. Claims 18-32 are pending. 

3. Acknowledgement is made of the amendment to the specification. 

4. The replacement sheet of drawings, namely sheet 4/5, has been approved by the 
examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 18 and 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
DE10023761 (hereinafter "DE761"). 

7. Regarding claim 18, DE761 discloses a slide channel for a door closer, comprising: a 
guide rail 82 for guiding a shde member connected to the door closer; and a cover element 83 
lining the guide rail. 

8. Regarding claim 21, wherein the guide rail has a generally C- shaped cross section (see 
Fig. 2). 

9. Regarding claim 22, wherein the cover element has two open ends, and a U-shaped cross 
section with two free ends (see Fig. 2). 
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10. Regarding claim 23, wherein the cover element is held in place on the guide rail by a 
positive snap connection (see Fig. 2). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 24, wherein the positive snap connection comprises two snap recesses in 
the guide rail, and two snap cams protruding inward from the respective free ends of the cover 
element and engaging the respective snap recesses (see Fig. 2). 

12. Regarding claim 25, wherein the cover element has an "extruded" profile. 

13. Claims 18-22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
DEI 9642275 (hereinafter "DE275"). 

14. Regarding claim 18, DE275 disclose a slide channel for a door closer, comprising: a 
guide rail 1 for guiding a slide member connected to the door closer; and a cover element 2 
lining the guide rail. 

15. Regarding claim 19, wherein the guide rail has two opposite open ends, the slide channel 
further comprises two fixing parts 8 which close the respective open ends of the guide rail. 

16. Regarding claim 20, wherein each of the fixing parts has an end wall facing an outside of 
the slide channel and the end wall being planar in shape, and wherein the cover element extends 
to the plane of the end wall (see Fig. 4). 

17. Regarding claim 21, wherein the guide rail has a generally C-shaped cross section (see 
Fig. 3). 

18. Regarding claim 22, wherein the cover element has two open ends, and a U-shaped cross 

section with two free ends (see Fig. 3). 

19. Regarding claim 25, wherein the cover element has an "extruded" profile. 
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20. Claims 18, 21, 22, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
W098/49419 (hereinafter "W0419"). 

21. Regarding claim 18, W0419 discloses a slide channel for a door closer, comprising: a 

guide rail 3 for guiding a slide member connected to the door closer; and a cover element 32 
lining the guide rail. 

22. Regarding claim 2 1 , wherein the guide rail has a generally C- shaped cross section (see 
Fig. 3). 

23. Regarding claim 22, wherein the cover element has two open ends, and a U-shaped cross 
section with two free ends. 

24. Regarding claim 25, wherein the cover element has an "extruded" profile. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

25. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

26. Claims 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DE761 . 

27. Regarding claims 30 and 31, it is unclear if the DE761 slide channel is sized to extend 
over an entire width of a door associated with the door closer, and if the slide channel further has 
a length which is equal to a length of the door closer. If not, it would have been an obvious 
design choice to modify DE761 by modifying the width and length dimensions of the slide 
channel to meet the above claimed dimensions since it has been held that discovering an 
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optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in the art. In re Boesch, 
617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

28. Regarding claim 32, it is unclear if the DE761 cover element is made of aluminum, 
stainless steel, or plastic material as claimed by the applicant. If not, it would have been an 
obvious design consideration to modify the DE761 cover element to one of the above materials 
for the inherent material properties thereof as the selection of a known material based upon its 
suitability for the intended use is a design consideration within the skill of the art. In re Leshin. 
227 F.2d 197, 125 USPQ 416 (CCPA 1960). 

29. Claims 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DE275. 

30. Regarding claims 30 and 3 1 , it is unclear if the DE275 slide channel is sized to extend 
over an entire width of a door associated with the door closer, and if the slide channel further has 
a length which is equal to a length of the door closer. If not, it would have been an obvious 
design choice to modify DE275 by modifying the width and length dimensions of the sUde 
channel to meet the above claimed dimensions since it has been held that discovering an 
optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in the art. In re Boesch, 
617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

3 1 . Regarding claim 32, it is unclear if the DE275 cover element is made of aluminum, 
stainless steel, or plastic material as claimed by the applicant. If not, it would have been an 
obvious design consideration to modify the DE275 cover element to one of the above materials 

for the inherent material properties thereof as the selection of a known material based upon its 
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suitability for the intended use is a design consideration within the skill of the art. In re Leshin. 
227 F.2d 197, 125 USPQ 416 (CCPA 1960). 

32. Claims 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over W0419. 

33. Regarding claims 30 and 31, it is unclear if the W0419 slide channel is sized to extend 
over an entire width of a door associated with the door closer, and if the slide channel further has 
a length which is equal to a length of the door closer. If not, it would have been an obvious 
design choice to modify W0419 by modifying the width and length dimensions of the slide 
channel to meet the above claimed dimensions since it has been held that discovering an 
optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in the art. In re Boesch, 
617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

34. Regarding claim 32, it is unclear if the W0419 cover element is made of aluminum, 
stainless steel, or plastic material as claimed by the applicant. If not, it would have been an 
obvious design consideration to modify the W0419 cover element to one of the above materials 
for the inherent material properties thereof as the selection of a known material based upon its 
suitability for the intended use is a design consideration within the skill of the art. In re Leshin. 
227 F.2d 197, 125 USPQ 416 (CCPA 1960). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

35. Claims 26-29 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 
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36. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. See PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William L. Miller whose telephone number is (571) 272-7068. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Victor Batson can be reached on (571) 272-6987. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/William L. Miller/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3677 



